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Sir: 

in response to trie Office Action dated July 17, 2006, Applfeant rfjspactfuliy: requests 
recor^sideration of ^ho rojeoiions of the claims. The v^ithdrawsl of the pr^svious grounds of 
mjoction i& noted wifh approciiation, 

CiaifTis 1-5, 7, 8. 10, 14-17, 19-21, 2o and 26 were fejecteci under 3S U.S.C. § 103, 
or? the bmiB Blim- pmviomiy-^im Chang et ai:. pubiicalion sntstted "Animation: From 
Cartoons to the Us^r rnterface", in view of the nowiy-ated Elliott et ai palerrt (US 5,764,241), 
Claims 11, 2S and 27 wor«s re|ected on the basis of these two mferences, in further view of 
the IBM Technical DisclosufB Bulletin enttiied "Window Ciosing AnimationsT and claims 12, 
13, 23, 24:, as and 29 were rolected on the basis of the Chang and eiiolt refareffces, in 
furthor view of tha Elilson-Tayior patent (US S.796.402), For the reasons presented below, It 
is respeoifuliy suiurnitied tiiat these referBnoes do not suggast the claimed 8ut)|eci matter to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art. 



Patent 

Application No, a§/7S4J4r 
Atly OktNo- P242SySX,7a2 

Page 2 

in rejecting clam l.tNe Office Action initially chnmmrizm the Chang pubiication m 

foNows; 

Chano taafthes a method for moving an oisject in a graphical umr Irmmm, 
GOiTiprising tM siBps: of a) determining a path of movement for tiie obiact 
along at least one axis, ans^ a perio<^ oftme fyr the movBrnent aioag said 
path...] b) establishing a nan- constant volodty function aiono sa^d axis for 
s&idp0md:<^iifm., .: c) oaiculating an instantaneous posstim^ for tha object 
aiong said path in accosxianco wiih said function a/7d ^;>f> mmionsMp of a 
Oj/TOot tune v&!a& to mid period of tima. . d) dispiaying said object at said 
caiculated position.,.; and a) itefallvofy fopeatinq steps^ (O and m duma mid 
period of time. .. l&tnphmit 

HowH^ver, in the very next sentence, the, Olfico Action slates thai the Chang pubiication does 

not teach "determining a period of time, a non-constant veiodty function of m& period ot the 

time, ealGuiatIng an insiantaneoua position for tlie object along said path in accordance with 

said funoilor^ and the relationship of the current tirne vaiue to said period of tirrie" Tt?ese two 

staleme?«s are inconsistent with one another, particuiariy with respect to the highlighted 

portions of the first quote appearing above. As such, tx Is nol clear from the Office Action 

preeiseiy what ti^e Chang reference is being relied upon to teach. 

As pointed out in Applicant's previous responses, the Chang reference discloses a 
user inferfece tf^at empioys cartoon anipiation principles in the display of usar Interface 
opiects. In particular, in Section 2,3. 1 (pages 60-51 ) it discloses a technique that is referred 
to as "sSow in and siow out", to give a feaiing of weight to ob|ecis and physlcaiity to their 
rnovernerit. The Chang mfereric« is silent as to how this slow In and slow put animation 
effect is achieved in a user intertace. Specifically, it dees not disclose that the successive 
positions of a moving object are calculated with reference to a determined period of time, 

Recognizing a lack of teaching In the Chang mfensnoe, the Officss Action mfies upon 
tt^e Elliott patent for its disclosure of the use of time as a parameter for determining the 
behavior of an object. It is respectfuily submitted, however, that the Eliiott patent does not 
disclose the claimed features that are missing from the Chang relference. Furthermons, the 
Ofnce Action does not provide a sound basis for applying any of the teachings of the Elliott 
patent to the disclosed tecfu-iigue of the Chang mfersr^ce. 
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The Offics Aclfon appears to primarily rely upon the EJNott patent for its disclosure ai 
mlum^ 1 1, iir^es 13->6S, This porti©r> of the pafertt reiiates to me display of a three- 
dimensionai modsi of a graphical object representing a bum (coSumn 9, lines 59-60), !n tne 
cM passage, this bust has two ber^avioral; parameters assodatecl with It, namely "hue", Le, 
its color, ma "a?TQte", ils rotational position about the Y axis. As descrsbecl at column 1 1, 
lines 23->2S, the "angle" parametef vartee as a furction of time,, belwean plus and minus 4S 
degfees, causing the head to osciliato t>ack and forth. 

It is not apparent fron^ the Office Action hew this teaei-?lng would isa applied to the 
slow In and slow out tachr^ique of the Chang rsference. Specifically, the Chsng reference is 
not conceraed wim rotation of an od|ecl about an axis. Rather, it discloses that Ifsa slow m 
and slow out movement is sppiled to tf-jp growth or shrinking of ohjeot, boxes ef^teri:ng and 
axHIrrg off screen, and the dissolving of an object. The Elliott patenfs disclosure ralating to 
the angular rolaiion of a thraa-dimenslonal bust aOout s vertica! axis does not have any 
applicability to these types of actions. Accordir^gly, it is respectfully submitted that a person 
of ordinary skill In the art would not have any reason to apply teachings from the Elliott 
paterit to the slow In and slow out technique of the Chang refej-ence. 

As a purported basis for combining the refersnces. In© Ofllce Action states that "it 
would allow a user to describe bahavior that varies in response to discrete events." it Is r^ot 
seeri how this stateaiant applies to the slow In and slow out technique of the Criang 
reference. At column 12, lines 2-9, the Elliott patent descdbes mouse cilcNs and state 
changes as exampfes of such discrete events. The Chang reference is not concerned with 
reacting to these types of events as an object Is moving. Rather, lie obiactive Is to reinforce 
the THusion of reality in the movamanf of the ot>jects. Reacting to mouse clicks or tne like 
does r-ot have any applioahllity to this oli^eoiive. As such, there is no raaso?i for a pereon to 
apply the teachings of the EiHott patent to the Chang reference, 

Furthermore, and periiaps more significantly, It is respectfully submitted that the 
Elliott patent does not disclose claimed subject matter that Is missing from the Chang 
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refersace. For example, oiaim 1 recite a method' for moving an objeet in a graphical user 
■interface, m which the first step comprises determining a path of movement for the object at 
iaast along one axis, "and a panod of time for the movement along said path", Anotr?er step 
moiled in claim 1 Is that of ealcuiatmg art Instantaneous position fer the objact alcng the path 
in accordance with a oomconslant veiocity funcllon "and the relationship of a curfens time 
value to said period of flme'f In other words, the calcuiatsGn of the position employs both the 
current time value and the period of time that was deterrnirted for the movement of the object 
aiong the path. Claim 14 recites similar subject matter. 

As noted previously, the Chang reference does not disclose fi-5es© claimed steps. 
Furthermore, the Office Action dees not explain where they can bo found in the Elliott patent 
Applicant respectaiily submiM that the patent does not disclose thern. it the reiaotior^ of 
oteims 1 and 14 is not withdrawn, the Examiner is raqoested to iborvtify, with specificity, the 
passage In the Elliott patent that is considered to teach "determining,., a pehod of time for 
the movement [of the objectj along said path", and where It discloses "caicuiating an 
Instantaneous position for the object along said path In aocotxtance with.., the relationship of 
a current time value to said period of lime'f Fudhormore, the Examiner is requested to 
explain how such teaohir>gs, If tt^ey exist, would he used to modify the disciosum of the 
Chang reference. 

Claim 6 recites a meyiod for moving an object which includes the step of displaying 
the object at sequential positions aiong the path from a st3din§ iocation te a final location at 
incren^onts of time. In rejecting this eialm, the Office Action alleges that the Charig mreronoe 
discloses tiiat the objectis displiayed at seguentia! positions along a pait^ from a starting 
iocation to a final iocation at Increments of time, with reference to Figures S and 9, 
However, the Chang reference does not contain any disciesure regarding the relationship of 
the diflBrent position of ttie object relative to ilme. it only discloses that the ohjects are 
moved more: slowly at the beginning arid end of the movemerrt, than during the bulk of the 
movement it does not disclose whether, or how, successive positions of the objeorare 
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calculated with respect to a time reference, Accordsngly, it Is. respectfully fubmlttsd that th# 
rejee^bn of claim 6 is not: supported by the reference, as charactsriEed m the.. Office Action. 
For tho same rs^asons, cialms 8 and 1 7 are submitted to be aSlowabie ov^r the references. 

Claim 20 recites a user interface for a computer that includes, among other elements, 
rnoans 5-o$poneive to a user action for sefocting a second location to which an objec? is to be 
moved "and period of time during which the movarnervt is to occur". Ciaim 25 recitee 
anaiogous subiect matter. For reasons similar to ttioae discussed tn connection with claims 
1 and 14, It Is respectfully subrnitied that the subject matter of claims 20 and 2e is aiso 
patentatiiy distinot from the references. Specifically, neither the Char^g reference nor the 
Elliott patent discloses the featum of saleciing a period of tlrne during which the movement 
of an oisject from a first iocatlon to a second is to occur. 

In addition to tti© foregoing differences, other distinguishing features ar«: recited in 
the dependent claims.. For instance, claim 4 recites the steps of deten-nmlng ti-ie amount of 
elapsed time sinoe ttie Peginning of the determined period, and calcuiatlng the mtio of tf!e 
eiapsec time to the Iota! period of time. This ratio Is used to determine a translation factor 
thai controls the instantarsaous position of the ohjec! along the path. Although the Office 
Action aiiegee that this subject matter is disclosed In the Elliott patent, at column 1 1 . lines 
23-65, Applicant is unahle to find eny support for' this aitegation. If the re|ectfon Is not 
withdrawn, the examiner is requested to explain how the patent Is tjelng Interpreted to 
disclose the claimed steps. For instance, where does it disclose the ciaiuied ratio, and what 
oongfitutos the translatlor? factor? 

Claim 12 recites that the user action which causes an object to be trsoved is the 
removal of an object from a series of objects, and: eiaim 13 recitee that it is the Insertion of an 
otsjeot Into a series of ot>fecls:- in rejecting these ciaims, the Office Action relies upon the 
Eliison-Teylor patent. It is respectfuliy submitted that this patent has rmmg to do with the 
insertion or removal of ohjects from a series of otjjects. Rather, It is dinscted to a pariicuiar 
type of tliing technique. In wi>lch e^rfe^fno obiects are expanded to fiil the area of the screen. 
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It does mi wMe to the insertion of an ob|ecl Into the existing .objects, or th® re?rsova! of one 
of the existing ofejecte, Set atone what happens when such an actfen occurs. 

For at leasi the foregoing masons, it is respeetfuliy that alii ponding claims are 
allowabte over the Chang reiteranca and the Eliiotl patent even if thesr respective teachings 
couiil somehow be combined. Reeonssdofaticn and wsihdrawai of the rejeot-ons: is 
respectfuily requested. 



Respectfuiiy submitted. 
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